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answers that then were made. The theory of those
who opposed the Free Church has its roots far
back in the Reformation. It can be paralleled
from Luther and Whitgift, just as the theory of
Chalmers and his adherents is historically con-
nected with the principles with which Barclay
confronted Ultramontanism, and the Jesuits a
civil power that aimed at supremacy.131
The Presbyterians of 1843 were fighting the
notion of a unitary state. To them it seemed
obvious that the society to which they belonged
was no mere cog-wheel in the machinery of the
State, destined only to work in harmony with its
motions. They felt the strength of a personality
which, as they urged, was complete and self-
sufficient, just as the medieval state asserted its
right to independence when it was strong enough
not merely to resent, but even to repudiate, the
tutelage of the ecclesiastical power. They were
fighting a State which had taken over bodily the
principles and ideals of the medieval theocracy.
They urged the essential federalism of society, the
impossibility of confining sovereignty to any one
of its constituent parts, just as Bellarmine had
done in the seventeenth century and Palmieri and
Tarquini in even later times.132 If there seems
something of irony in such a union, the Miltonic
identification of priest and presbyter will stand
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